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Presentation Outline

* BTS as an evolving collaboration forum
 CEPA Recommendation to Designation Period

* Potential for early joint planning and action

 CEPA Post-Designation Period

* Addition to BTS Priority Substances List
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BTS as an Evolving Forum

Strengths

Open, transparent
Broad representation
ollaborative efforts
Linkages and support to
other programs
Quantitative targets and
timelines
International Long-range
transport

Canada

Accomplishments

Frogross

Appreaimateiy 83% reduchion by 2001,

Reductions estimated to be over £0% bebween 1550
and 2001 ifor ar emissions).

Estimated reduction af more than 60% sinoa 1856
420071 projection).

s of March 2003, BEY% of high-kmval PCBS (Askaral

= 14, 18,000 ppm) in storage had boen destrayad in
Onlana, compared to 1993; approxmately 1854 tonnes
of high-krval PGB are séil in storage and 3598 loonas
in sardos n Ontario.

cnaly high-devel PC
Equipmant

crording i annual reparts fram PCE disposars,
approdmataly 267 (71,0004 of PCE ransformars and
10% (141,000) of PCA capaditors have been disposed
of betwean 1992 and 2000. Since the annual repos do
not readity account for sl PCE ransformers and
capaciiors disposed, the amaunt of PCE equipment
disposnd sinon 1582 b5 likeky higher.

Cioxins

3% (212 grams} reduction in iotal relaases within the
‘Groat Lakes Basin

I rg& (10,743 grams} reduction in ot releases within
u

s in the Craat Lakes Basin: Reduce

" | Appmoadmatsly §5% reduction in Cintano since 1588,

200, raduce rak:

a the £

Mpproamaiaby 33% reduction nationally fram
chicrinated scivents and pestcide manufachring.

BialF

55 in the Groat Lakes Basin: Roduce by

Appreaimately a 44% reduction in Ontaria snce 1988,

2006, raduce rak.

In the Groat Lakes: approxmately 8% reduction fram
coke ovens and over 0% meduction from primany
aluminum reduction plants and patroleum refinonas,

Croer 88% raduchion in sources, uses, and roleases
fromn 1988 40 1997 in

In 2000, EPA canfirmed no-use of alkyl-lad in
autcmothe gasaine.

Lewel |
Pesticides

fat thera is no langer
Ll | postici

EP# and EC confrmed that all uses of the Laval |
pesticices have hoen canceled, and procucticn Gl kies
hawe bean chsad.

in 2000, EC conchuded that therm wore no documantod
minasas in Ortario in 2000, bt identfied potental
scurnas whess bosting was required bo canfim that
Frinases 4o notaxst

na langer use of
akes Hasin,

EPA has condluded that the challenge goal has been
mat.

S EPA
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CEPA “Recommendation to Designation” Period
CEPA Great Lakes Action ?

Toxics Assessment
Process
&
Recommendation
to Ministers

BTS COLLABORATION ?

Consultation

Ministers’ Decision

BTS COLLABORATION ?

CEPA Instrument
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CEPA Post-Designation Period

Can-US Binational Toxics Strategy

Revisions to Level | and Level Il substances

“EC and USEPA in cooperation with their partners will
periodically examine the substances addressed by the
Strategy to determine whether any Level Il substances should
be elevated to the Level | list, whether new substances which
present threats to the Great Lakes ecosystem should be
considered for inclusion on the Level | or Il lists, and whether
any other changes should be made.

If a substance is identified as Level | the two countries will set
binational virtual elimination challenges for it.”
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CEPA Post-Designation Period

“New BTS Priority Substances”
Screening Criteria

v

BTS Priority Substances
Management Framework

Collection of
Candidate BTS
Priority
Substances
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Looking Ahead

1. How might the BTS be revised to improve how
we address shared management of substances
of probable concern to the Great Lakes?

2. Can the BTS approach be revised to effectively
help reduce releases of identified toxics, prior to
Federal CEPA-toxic designation?

3. How can we best decide what CEPA or
equivalently established toxic substances should
be added to the BTS List of Priority Substances?
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